Summary. This paper describes the techniques used in preparing and supervising rhesus monkeys during a series of experiments to investigate the effects of an intra-uterine device (IUD) upon the processes of conception.
INTRODUCTION
Although the subject of intra-uterine contraception has been extensively reviewed (Tietze & Lewit, 1962; Segal, Southam & Shafer, 1965; Guttmacher, 1965) , and the contraceptive efficiency of intra-uterine devices (IUDs) has been clearly established (Tietze, 1966; WHO, 1968) , the exact mode of action of IUDs has not been defined.
Comparative experimental studies of the effects of IUDs in a number of mammalian species have been undertaken, in the hope that they might provide some evidence as to possible effects of IUDs in women (cf. reviews by Marston & Kelly, 1966; Eckstein, 1967; Kar, 1967; Corfman & Segal, 1968) . Clinical studies of women fitted with IUDs have provided variable information, but the scope of such studies is necessarily limited by ethical considerations. An alternative approach is to undertake experimental studies that cannot be performed in women in a sub-human, primate species.
The rhesus monkey (Macaca mulatta) is the most thoroughly studied sub¬ human primate (Asdell, 1965) . Although there are important differences between the two species in the gross anatomy of the reproductive tract (Eckstein & Zuckerman, 1956) , and in the process of implantation and placentation (Ramsey & Harris, 1966) , the physiology of the menstrual cycle, ovulation, fertilization and egg transport into the uterus does appear to be similar in both women and the rhesus monkey. The Eckstein & Zuckerman (1957) and by Robinson (1964) .
All of the female monkeys were individually caged and fed on the Modified Diet 41B (Oxoid Ltd) supplemented with fresh fruit, vegetables and various vitamins (Eckstein & Kelly, 1966 Inspection of the individual records showed that there was a tendency for some monkeys to show irregular and lengthened menstrual cycles when they first entered the colony. As a rule, the length of the menstrual cycle was not obviously disturbed by surgical interference, and a consistent seasonal variation in menstrual periodicity could not be detected. There was no indication that lengthened menstrual cycles (>49 days) were observed more frequently in summer than at other times of the year. (Tietze & Lewit, 1962; Segal«* al., 1965; WHO, 1968 
